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OPERATOR (ropeat mbﬂifoﬁﬁopmt'swismﬁmdinmm)

S ————_—

opgmor'sName
Operator’s Rank

TEST AREKA

e ——————

Describe the main routes o geaaral eumh.icuuwhmﬂnRCDS was being used and
evaluared:

NAVIGATION ENVIRONMENT

_____-.——-—*-‘_-—-_

*mmu.mafmmmmwumumumm \
m&mumwmwmmmm

Open Watzt Passage il Heavy Traffic D2
Coastal Transit - Medium Traffic
Harbor & Approsch M Light ar No Traffic
Channaly/Constricted __ £ g~ toml 100%
Declang P
Other (specify) Day Navigstion

toml  100% Niglt Navigation

. ~ toaml 100%

Brcellent Visibllity £0
Fair Visibility 30 Quiet Seas 4
Poor Visibility /2 Light Seas
No Visibility Moderte Seas :

total 100% Hexvy Seas Z ﬂ;

Approximate Total Days of Navigation

‘ total  100%
Being Summarized in This Test Report The PLT Lo ne o bl Londoiolh

Over How Long » Period?
(example answer; Approx. 8 moaths over 1 year with the rest being in-port periods.)
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EVALUATION SCALE (use for all qusstion

EVALUATION SCALE (use for all questions)

1. RCDS AS A VOYAGE PLANNING TOOL

lfmﬁgkaDquerprthmuuﬂngamcmm
scate the item in the middie of the range at “3”.

Ref | Scores Questions

# | (-8ero) (cormpered to paper chart parfonmance where appropriste)
How would you evaluste daing the following navigation fenctions with ¢
raster chart compared to doing the comparsble fanctions on a paper
chart? _

1.1 2 - mbrhgmhldqnaﬂofﬁanmbc&nwﬂdbm

1.2 3 -_eqtering waypoirits lﬂiflﬂE&mmhrmaﬂowed?

1.3 - addi ints 0 & T0uto ing ot reloading it?

I R WY T T A

s | & - changing the position of a waypoint?

1.6 g - chmglggﬁu&dwwpoimham?

1.7

i3 ?

1.9

10 <

111 &

.12} 6

113 & - specifying a crom-track error o trigger aa sutometic alerm?

14| 9 " antering and annotating marks (operstos-entered points)?

1151 L ~ editing andjor deleting marks?

g T 1 - emiering points, lines or areas which would activate e aliem such

7 as goand zopes bouoasis, mage ele, ot
117 4 -~ entering notes that you wanted toemter?______
18] Z£& | - preparing s printed & voyege plen, & get home chartlet, GPS waypoints?
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mmw,mmhwdulhﬁ the fellewing navigation
i ‘ mmmgummuunpmwmmwmmu
functions vu 8 peper chart.
1.19 calculate the of your planned trip?

1.21 egtimats transit tizoe(s)?
i3 e e e
display all the charts you .

G\

1.23 -

1.24 (ﬁr ~ move xround the chart (pan and whle

1251 & - display ove Eny you wesnted?

1.26 mmmmwwmmmm
: with a peper chart?

127 % How wes the wmklud t0.a peper chart?

o] il ‘Score fiie follewls comparing to 8 pe) ey chart.
1.28 P -,--«: during your planning session?
128 Haw was the impact on planning @ sasingonlyegg&_ofuhnﬂon&ne

/ screen ot ane time? :
130 7 was the of chart notes not al visible?
1. ) yw was the of some charts being on different jections?
1.32 ‘f How you compars 3 a raster chart system with

planning manual means and 8 chart?
133 w«mwmhﬁgwﬁn_m;mmmm

Mwmuot]ﬂallmhefﬂuwﬁwm? Whuwe:e -

%%M% 4 Vg MA;
% W WW#«

L -

2. RCDS FOR VOYAGE MONITORING

_#“M

Ifusing an RCDS fhrvoyngommngiubomm same as & paper chart, then score
the item in the middle of the range at “3".

[Ref | Scores ~ Questons
# [Q-80r0) (mwdhpwnhmmwhnwhh)

How would you evaluate doing the Tollowing navigation functions
mlng a raster chart compared to dolog the comparable functions on

chart?
21 {2 - mmMyulmﬂmugeMMm? _
2.2 gL - add ar remove mariner-added information?

33 g - display, hide or query mariner-added information?

4
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Remember, you are to evaloate doiag the following nsvigation
funetions waing s raster chart compared to doing the comparable
functions on & paper chast.

2.4 7] - detormine if a [arger scale chart coven fhe arca yOu &x¢ Davigating?
25 | % - du the saip's % Dolos oa ‘
2.6 rel ou the chart In real-time?
(2.7 3 - E:inquudmbnlu% yous poaitioning systam fidled?
2.8 4 - duplglg:ghﬂ-d
(29 3 - andumminnddlﬂontothuulemedm?
3.0 4 - the route the selected one?
o
12121 =2 - ylmrcllltunlydmnavoylgemanibzinl?
213 & - mwmwmmgmdm)wmmmmvw‘?
214 7 - look-ahead on the route nmmg
2.18 / - schieve an adequate overview route?
2361 7 - mmmmmm
217} / - View chart nots which were located off-scrocn?
18] & - mmm at any time and mmmotate them?
2191 & - - of amval time toa chart?
220 g - display the coordinutes of int on denand?
221 & ~ enter coordinates and then display thet postion on demand?
22| £ - dewermine your lationg. st any Gme?_
23| & - dynemically measure range and bearing to chartad object?
2.24 & - monitor voyage parameters (speed over ground, course over
gpound, spoed made good, dme to go,..)?
2.5 & - switch from chart to chart mapmaily I a convenient manner?
Bcore the fobowing questions withowt consparing to & paper chart,
226 } screen size?
(3371 -7 | Scroen “chuiter’ compated 1 & paper char: during voyage monitoring?
228 2 colors for comfortable and lzg'blenmg?
2290 Did the ship and routs sutomatically appear whenever the dusplay
tf covered that azca?
2.30 Did the chart sutomatically pan as the ship reached an appropriate
$” | distanoe from the edge of the scrmen?
231 _ WeTmuu that did not contain the ship and have route
ﬁ“‘ idoning continue in the und?
232 4 [ action, show chart scale, datum, and and beight units?
233] =% Detcrmune rangs and ™o ftems that were off-screen? .
234 [y Rem:etblﬁpmd%hyvﬁthaﬂ acten?
738|247/ | Did waypoint arival alarms work 83 you wished?
2.36 ef Did boundary crossing alarms work &s you wished?
2371 Were thers froquent false alarms?
2381 Did an alarm sound when you excesded the cross track error Lmit?

5
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Remember, you are scoring the following questions withou?
omparison o » er chart.

239 , Bidlnalurmuoundifthe —within & mariner-specified time or

' L | dinance, was to reech a criical point on the ow?__
' i pos inprt

240 ;'E YW'{:: um y, &id the system

241 s | oring sySt=s were U 8 .

742] 5 | Wasrouse Mh-%wﬂm_ﬂ__—

2' 43 It restricted waterways, how was the B8 & voyage monitoring tool

' compared w the paper chart? .
244 5 hwnwbdwmuyaihnﬂmslmwwﬂnm:suuym
' & mmiwhgml#hh%chﬂ? L
245 tirne- ong the ships displayed easily at 8 muge of
"1 O | intervals betwaen } and 120 miznunes? :
_|.2.46 s Wm.youdwub_htqm__ 1 - I
) 247 ¢ lfcmme—upnﬁgﬂonwauﬁemd.hwwitcumpmdtousmga
lz. mmmmwmﬁmm-mmqm
6/ with voyage monitosi [ chart?

2491 < WW&WWM_EEEMMmamm‘
[2.50 Fow would you mte using RCDS as the peimary means of navigation
( compared 1o peper charts? _

2.51 waoﬂdyouwﬂmthelmymmtbufatyofmmatxwﬁm

¢ ing an RCDS a5 o8 chant?

25 Are clronmstaces you oot use RCDS for voyage
wonitoring? When? MG, ASsHr NG pLL S ysTEm S AL

N 6000 (ORLemy ORBN .

7.53 "Were there any fimdamental [Imitations to voyage metitoring with
raster charts that were not just a limit of your soiwere? What were
they? 2 . ‘

- o ——— .
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3. RCDS FOR VOYAGE RECORDING

Rdl ‘Scores Questions
» ‘ (1-5 or0) (compared to paper shart performance whers appropristc)
3.1 Could you record sufficlent information to dewraune e ship's
3 - ere you bddl_og_uﬁuml%x:llﬂ
33 Couid you sutomaticaily record the official data used (RNC, edition,
0 date and updats history)?
J, 34 Were you sble to gather an adequate record of the voysge commpared 1o
rﬂﬁ 0 using 8 paper chant? '
u,‘: 3s Could you record the entire course made good With Hme marks at
0 intervals not exceeding 4 hours?
3.6 D Were you shle to save at least the previous 12 hours of voyage track?
4 OTHER
| Ref | Scores Questions
# | G-3ar0) (mmdmg_wdmpﬁmmwmmm;
41 | Were the accuracy of all calculations independent of the characteristics
| & | of the display and consistent with the RNC accuzcy?
42 | Y Were bearinigs and distaroes mensured on the display es sccurste as that
Y afordd by th rexsionof e dopey?
43 ' you ] updates to the chart that weze distinguishable
. from the ariginal chart without the legibility of the chert?

4.4 _ Did the RCDS degrade the performance of any equipment that was
é connected to it?
a5 | ¢ Onoe leamed, how user-frisndly would you judge the RCDS to be?

4.6 & rDid connoction to other equipment RCDS periormance?
4.7 & Did your systeta give adequate of system maifunction?
48 Were you able to cxecute in & convenient and timely manner all route

plenning, route bonitaring mnd positiouing performed on & puper chan?
49 6/ How omuch would you say the RCDS reduced the navigational
worklaad compared to using a paper chart?

Summary Evaluation: Considaring a1l of your experienee and the
questions asked above, how would you score the following stedcment?

4.10

7

5/ “RCDS with sdeguate back-up arrangements used together with an
appropriate folio of up-to-date puper obarts ... may be accepted as
complying with the chart carriage requirements pf SOLAS.”

Make any other comments you feel are relevant to the use of RCDS as the primary
means of navigetion on the buack of this page.



